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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic in the intersection of semantic web technologies and online education. With the rapid expansion of digital learning platforms, the discussion on semantic recommender systems contributes to understanding how personalization can be enhanced through intelligent, ontology-driven algorithms. The study provides a strong synthesis of literature and shows potential in bridging semantic web frameworks with adaptive learning environments
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	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and scope of the paper.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is generally clear and informative, summarizing the scope, methodology, and findings.
Suggestions:
· Clarify the research gap in one sentence (currently too general).

· Remove repeated terms (e.g., “semantic recommender systems” appears excessively).

· Simplify long sentences to improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with adequate theoretical and empirical support. However:

· The methodological framework of the review needs clearer explanation—specify how studies were selected, evaluated, and synthesized.

· Figures (e.g., Figure 1 and 2) require clearer captions and should follow journal formatting.

· Statistical discussion (Section 5) should include data source details and visualization quality improvements.

· Improve coherence between Theoretical Background and Discussion to avoid redundancy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript includes recent references (2020–2025) from reputable sources.
Recommendations:
· Verify DOIs for accuracy and ensure all references follow the AJRCOS referencing style.

· Some references [26], [34] appear incomplete (“Sharif, 2022”; “Chen2024”)—these should be corrected.
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	Generally good but needs proofreading for grammar, punctuation, and structure.
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